
on the relatively inefficient and insufficient corn or

wheat ration, not only the flow but also the quality of
the milk was maintained. This was, of course, done
at the expense of distintegrated body tissue.
These experiences do not apply so practically to

the human subject, who enjoys a wider latitude of
choice in diet. Nevertheless, they give added support,
if such is needed, to the desirability of including a lib¬
eral allowance of milk and milk products in the
regimen of lactating women. It is doubtless true that
these individuals are not infrequently producing milk
at the expense of their own tissues, when a more

rational scheme of diet would insure gains instead
of losses.

ATTEMPTING TO CRIPPLE THE FOOD
AND DRUGS ACT

The federal Food and Drugs Act was passed in
1906. By one of its most important provisions a drug
product may be declared misbranded, "the package
or label of which shall bear any statement
which shall be false or misleading in any particular."
In due time, the interests affected attacked this portion
of the law. A "cancer cure" quack who had been sued
by the government contended that the law did not
apply to claims for the curative effects of medicine but
only to claims regarding composition and source of
origin. The quack argued, in other words, that when
Congress said "false or misleading in any particular"
it really meant "false or misleading in certain particu-
lars." When the case reached the Supreme Court of
the United States the quack's contentions were upheld
\p=m-\in a divided opinion. So badly crippled was the
Food and Drugs Act by this decision of the Supreme
Court that the president sent a message to Congress
urging an amendment to the law so that it might be
restored to its previous efficiency. In his message the
president said :

"I fear that if no remedial legislation be granted at this
session the good which has already been accomplished in
regard to these nostrums will be undone, and the people of
the country will be deprived of a powerful safeguard against
dangerous fraud."
As a result of this message the Sherley amendment

was passed. This amendment declares that a drug
shall be deemed misbranded :

". . . if its package or label shall bear or contain any
statement, design or device regarding the curative or thera¬
peutic effect of such article, or any of the ingredients or

substances therein, which is false and fraudulent."

While the amendment did not give to the law the
strength that might have been given, it gave the public
some measure of protection against those who would
swindle the sick. Naturally, the amendment was

—

and is
—

viewed with disfavor by the "patent medi¬
cine" fraternity, and it was bound to be only a matter
of time before the exploiter of some fraudulent nos¬
trum should attack the validity of the amendment.

This has finally been done. As the original law was

attacked by a "cancer cure" faker so the amendment is
now being fought by a "consumption cure" promoter.
"Eckman's Alterative," a fraudulent consumption

cure, was "discovered" by a "horse doctor." It was
examined in the Association's laboratory and a report
published in The Journal.1 This, in effect, declared
the stuff to consist, essentially, of alcohol and cal¬
cium chlorid, flavored with cloves. Later the federal
authorities made a seizure of this nostrum, declaring it
misbranded because, among other things, it claimed to
be a cure for consumption, "whereas in truth and in
fact, said article of drugs would not cure tuberculosis
or consumption." The company was found guilty and
a decree of condemnation and forfeiture was entered.2
The concern thereupon carried up the matter on a writ
of error and it is now before the Supreme Court of
the United States.
The Eckman concern raises a number of technical

points in its attempt to justify the fraudulent business
in which it is engaged. These are described in a recent
issue of the Oil, Paint and Drug Reporter. One is
said to be based on the fact that the claim made that
Eckman's Alterative will "cure" consumption appeared,
not on the label attached to the bottle, but on the cir¬
cular around the bottle. It is contended that as the
contents of this circular did not become known to the
purchaser until the package had been purchased by him
and had left the realm of interstate commerce and
entered that of domestic commerce, Congress could
have no control over the wording of the circular. By
far the most important point raised, however, is that
attacking the constitutionality of the Sherley amend¬
ment. In its writ of error the company is said to

allege that the Pure Food Law is unconstitutional, "in
that it undertakes to regulate statements regarding the
curative and therapeutic effect of the articles, which said
statements are mere opinions which cannot be regu¬
lated by an act of Congress." Continuing further in
this strain, the Eckman Company is quoted as saying :

". . . we want to call in question the power of Congress
to prevent a person from making statements or claims con¬

cerning the virtue of drugs, whether modest or extravagant,
and we say that an owner, when advertising his drugs has
a right to exploit them and advance opinions concerning the
curative properties thereof, notwithstanding the fact that
such opinions may be objected to by others, and that he may
make claims as to the result which will follow the use of
his drugs which to some may appear unreasonable, because,
in doing so, he is only doing that which the law gives him
the right to do."

Moreover, this firm, engaged in one of the crudest
of the "patent medicine" frauds

—

that of selling an

alleged cure for consumption
—

is said to declare :

". . . whether or not a person should be prosecuted for
an offense or his property condemned, back of the prosecution

1. "Nostrums and Quackery," Ed. 2, p. 90; also a later article in
The Journal A. M. A., Nov. 7, 1914.

2. Notice of Judgment No. 2995, March 30, 1914, issued Aug. 3,
1914.
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or back of the condemnation, must be an offense or crime
defined by law, not merely an offense that is to be deter¬
mined by the state of public opinion or of scientific opinion."
The company apparently ignores the fact that the

law has already made lying on the label an offense and
that such a law was passed because public opinion has
been aroused to the way in whieh the "poisoners of the
public health" have, in the past, plied their wretched
trade. The argument that the curative properties of
drugs are matters of opinion and, therefore, not sub¬
ject to legislation was splendidly met by Justice
Hughes of the United States Supreme Court, one of
the three members of the court who dissented from
the opinion that made the Sherley amendment neces¬
sary. Said Justice Hughes :

"Granting the wide domain of opinion and allowing the
broadest range to the conflict of medical views, there still
remains a field in which statements as to curative properties
are downright falsehoods and in no sense expressions of
judgment."
This opinion must surely'be held by all right-thinking

persons who have given the subject any consideration.

WOMEN PHYSICIANS AND THE WAR
The present war, in draining the belligerent coun-

tries of their male population, has naturally thrown
unwonted responsibilities on women. In various call-
ings, positions from which women had previously been
rigorously excluded, or to which they had been
admitted only under protest, are now being thrown
open, and women are eagerly invited to enter. In
the medical profession especially the demands of the
military service have produced a deficiency in the
supply of civilian practitioners which can be remedied
only by utilizing the services of women physicians.
Our London correspondent1 reports that the medical

journals in Great Britain are full of advertisements
offering posts to women, and that the situation has
become so acute that a large hospital sent an applica-
tion to the secretary of the London School of Medi-
cine for Women, "Send us any women at any salary."
A daily newspaper also states, on the authority of the
London School of Medicine for Women, that an

infirmary post in the Whitechapel district, previously
held only by a man at a salary of $500 a year and
emoluments, is now advertised as open to a woman at
$1,000 and emoluments. This extreme demand for
women, of course, cannot continue indefinitely after
the close of the war. Still, for many years after the
cessation of hostilities, it will probably be literally
impossible to fill all medical posts with men as exclu¬
sively as heretofore. Not only will the medical staffs
of the armies in the field return from the front with
ranks thinned by the hazards and hardships of war,
but also the younger generation of men physicians will

1. Women Physicians and the War, London Letter, The Journal
A. M. A., Oct. 23, 1915, p. 1474.

be greatly depleted for a time by the fact that the
young men who should now be acquiring a medical
education are serving under the flag. This prospect
of a continuance of the demand for women physicians,
at least for some years, has caused a marked increase
in the numbers of women medical students.2 The
registration in the London School of Medicine for
Women has doubled. Other British medical schools
and hospitals are said to be considering the admission
of women,3 and one (Charing Cross Hospital), it is
reported, has already opened its doors to women

students.4
In Germany, according to press reports, in spite of

the absence of the customary numbers of American,
Russian, English and Swiss women students, the
enrolment of women medical students has risen from
874 to 1,150, and the entry of German women in the
medical course has been greatly facilitated by a recent
measure recognizing the diplomas of girls' schools as

adequate entrance credentials throughout the empire.
While at the close of the war men will tend to dis¬

place women physicians again to a greater or less
extent, it may be taken for granted that the old order
will never be reestablished in its entirety. If there
are fields of medical work for which women are

entirely unfitted, the fact will have been demonstrated
and they will be replaced as speedily as possible; but
if there are posts which a competent woman may fill
as well as a competent man (it is said, by the way, that
even in the organization and administration of Red
Cross units women have done excellent service), it
will be impossible for conservatism any longer to deny
all opportunity to women. If there is any department
of medicine to which women are especially adapted,
that fact also will probably have been demonstrated
on a larger scale than has hitherto been possible.
After the war, in short, there will be a readjustment
accompanied by more or less friction ; but European
women physicians may undoubtedly look forward in
the end to a fair field, from which old prejudices have
been to a considerable degree eliminated by the pres¬
sure of necessity. It will be interesting to see what use
they make of their enlarged opportunities.

2. The Opening of the Medical Schools, London Letter, The Jour-
nal A. M. A., Oct. 30, 1915, p. 1566. Walker, Jane: How is Medicine
as a Profession for Women Affected by the War? Practitioner, London,
September, 1915, p. 288.

3. Willey, Florence E.: War and Medical Education of Women,
Lancet, London, Oct. 9, 1915, p. 802.

4. Modern Hospital, September, 1915, p. 150.

Marriage of Tuberculous Persons.—The supreme court of
New York has decided in the case of Sobol vs. Sobol that
the marriage of a person suffering from tuberculosis might
be annulled at the instance of the other party to the marriage
when the existence of the disease had been concealed. The
court decided that in view of the possible serious conse¬
quences of such a marriage to the wife, to the children if any
were born, and to the community, the marriage contract
should be annulled. The legal basis of the decision was the
fraud of the defendant in concealing and misrepresenting the
condition of his health.—Public Health Reports.
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